This work aims to measure the cost of supporting both the product price support policy and also support input prices, then the comparison between the two policies for their preference between them. The problem of study that the state when implementing the two policies bear sums from the public treasury. Analysis based on the collection of data from the sample of study, a beef and fish meat contains time series on prices, production and consumption depends on the style of mathematics to get the results. The results arrived that the state gets revenue through support product price policy, but the returns were not in the producers have been negatively affected consumer prices up meat. On the other hand the state bore the costs by supporting input prices in order to be provided to producers. Therefore we prefer the input support policy for the economic and productivity. The study recommends that support the agricultural sector policy planning and rehabilitation support commodity price policy.
Introduction
Many countries resort to determine the prices of agricultural products, especially grain and meat. The reasons for this intervention is due to the nature of agricultural commodities and low elasticity of demand and supply them. Also to improve the incomes of agricultural producers and prevent monopoly and to develop and increase production. State intervention is through either remunerative price to the final output of goods in the sense support producer prices, as well as supporting consumer prices, especially meat, which is characterized by high price in local markets. In both cases, whether to support the resulting price of the product or the consumer, the State bears the costs of this policy and the burden of its treasury, since you are buying meat from local producers at prices supposed to be rewarding for them to continue in the production process, and sells it to consumers at a price commensurate with the level of their income (the price of the state) The price is supposed to be supported. Thus, the State bears the difference between the purchase and selling price of the product price when you ask selling price (the price of the state) of the purchase price (the local price of the product), we get the amount of the cost of support per unit of output and we can get on the amount of the cost of the support the college by multiplying the amount of consumption in the amount of the cost of support per unit of output. Also the State support input prices in order to provide producers and the state here also bear the costs of imported or locally produced and sold at a reasonable price for producers and the state bear the price differences. In this research will be analysing the results of the policies of the product price support and input subsidies for trade-offs between the two policies in economic terms costs.
Objective of Research
The research aims to calculate the costs to support product prices and the cost of input support for the differentiation between the two policies.
Methodologies
The study based on the use of time series data includes state, global and market prices. Quantities of domestic production and consumption in addition to the surplus of producers and consumers. The research sample used for fish and beef. Analysis relies on the use of some simple mathematical operations on data in addition to the descriptive style and the comparison between the results in order to determine the favourite policy.
Support Price of Product
Support the price of the product policy is one of the direct means to support agricultural commodities and food, and the state depends on this policy in order to increase production and secure the food needs of the population (Zobaie, 1995) . As a result of insufficient domestic production, the country covering consumer demand through imports, as the state used to support the resulting price to stimulate producers to increase production in order to increase the quantities produced and reduce import policy. If state want to support the price of the output of the product or the consumer, they bear the costs of its treasury, since you are buying the item from local producers at prices supposed to be rewarding for them to continue in the production process, and sells it to consumers at a price commensurate with the level of their income (the price of the state) and is supposed to be pricier supported. Thus, the State bears the difference between the purchase price and the selling price of the product in question and when you ask selling price (the price of the state) of the purchase price (consumer price) we get the amount of the cost of support per unit of output and we can get on the amount of the cost of the total support the by multiplying the amount of consumption in the amount of the cost of support per unit of the commodity (Bayaty, 2007) . Then subtract the surplus of producers and consumers for the purpose of obtaining the cost of the state to support the product price
Support Input Price
One of the means of price policy used by the state is to support the policy of input and output prices, which contribute to stimulate commodity producers and encourage them to increase their output any increase domestic production is the most important goals of that policy. Production inputs include concentrates feed and veterinary medicines and sterilizers necessary for the production of meat, both beef and fish. State working on the import of these inputs and provide the product at a price supported. As in product support rate policy is also the state treasury bears the difference between the sale of these input prices to the producers and the real price of these inputs, which is nearly the world price (border price) and represent these price differences the cost of supporting the input output per unit of the commodity (Modha & Kanaan, 2000) . Operation hit this cost in the amount of production we can get the cost of the overall support for the production of any commodity inputs.
Results and Discussion
The results are analyzed to support the final product price of the commodity costs compared with support for input costs. It will be now analyze and calculate the results of those costs. So we divided this section into two sides support prices of goods and support for input prices
Result for Support Price of Goods
By analyzing the results for Beef is clear that support output rate results were negative with respect to the consumer and for all years of study. Because it was a single consumer unit output of beef is higher than the price of the gross domestic product price. So that means the state achieved revenues as a result of the price of the policy pursued by, as the recommended retail price was greater than the purchase price of the product. As it can show in Table 1 . The amount of profits gained by the state characterized by fluctuating during the study period was the lowest return (53.76) thousand dinars in 1985, and the highest return for the state through policy support (486, 609) thousand dinars in 2012, when the negligence of reference for negative amount of the money becomes returns to the State, rather than the cost of support. Therefore we conclude that the price policy pursued by the state in support of the product price of beef has made revenue for the state during the period of the study, as there was positive support for the price of the producers, while state support was negative and is a catalyst for the consumer.
Consequent price policy of the State to support the beef price of certain so-called cost of supplier support level is this cost calculated by subtracting changes in surplus producer and consumer calculated from the total of the state cost as a result of supporting output mentioned rate policy, in other words, the cost supplier is a those cost of the subsidy program after subtracting the producers and consumers the benefits and the measured changes in the surpluses of the producer and consumer, and that this cost (the cost of the supplier) is not benefiting producers and consumers but are paid by the state are considered administrative costs for the application of the subsidy program. Table 2 shows the cost of the supplier of the state during the period of study values. Note the table when we find that the State has achieved returns through policy interventions to support the price of beef in years (1995) (1996) (1997) (1998) (1999) (2000) (2001) (2002) (2003) (2004) (2005) (2006) (2007) (2008) State revenues will fluctuate on factors such as the volume of consumption and the price of a single-dependent as it's up these two variables increase state revenues and decreases the signal decreases. The rest of the years of study that is not previously listed have resulted in the state the cost of the resource as a result of price support for the beef product policy has reached the maximum amount it (1,691,978.10) thousand dinars in 2010, the lowest amount it has reached (17.13) thousand dinars in 1990. Why the fluctuation of the cost of the resource values to a number of factors, including the amount of consumption of the commodity as well as a surplus producer and consumer surplus as these variables affect the overall cost of support and then the cost of supplier arising from the item price support program. For analyzing the results for fish to be seen supporting the output rate results was also negative with respect to the consumer most of the years of study. Because it was a single consumer unit output of beef is higher than the price of the gross domestic product price. That means that the state has achieved returns as a result of the price of the policy pursued by, as the recommended retail price was greater than the purchase price of the product. As it is shown in Table 3 .
The amount of profits gained by the state characterized by fluctuating during the study period was the highest return (69,935.4) thousand dinars in 2012 amounted to less than the return of the state through policy support (211.014) thousand dinars in 1990, when the negligence of reference for negative amount of the amount of money becomes returns to the State, rather than for the cost of support. Therefore we conclude that the price policy pursued by the state in support of product price Fish has achieved revenues for the state during the period of the study, as there was positive support for the price of the producers, while state support was negative and is a catalyst for the consumer. With the exception of the year (1985) all suffered there positive support for consumers fish, but the value was relatively low amounts comparator with revenues in the remaining years. Consequent price policy of the State to support the price of fish is also the cost of supplier support is this cost calculation as in beef by introducing changes in the surpluses of the producer and consumer calculated from the total of the state cost as a result of supporting output mentioned rate policy, in other words, the cost supplier is a those cost of the subsidy program after subtracting the producers and consumers the benefits and the measured changes in surplus producer and consumer of the product Fish, also said the cost (the cost of the supplier) is not benefiting producers and consumers but are paid by the state are considered administrative costs for the application of the subsidy program. (1990, 2000, 2002, 2003, 2005, 2006, 2011, 2012, 2013) due to cost him support negative values during those years. We find that the values of these returns have fluctuated between increases and decreases have reached a higher amount (142,784.734) thousand dinars in 2012 and reached its lowest amount (449.703) thousand dinars in 1990. State revenues will fluctuate on factors such as the volume of consumption and the price of a single-dependent as it's up these two variables increase state revenues and decreases the signal decreases.
The rest of the years of study that is not previously listed have resulted in the state the cost of the resource as a result of price support for the product Fish policy where the maximum amount reached her (179, 755.704) thousand dinars in 2010, the lowest amount it has reached (20.848) thousand dinars in 1985. Why the fluctuation of the cost of the resource values to factors such as the amount of consumption fish as well as a surplus producer and consumer surplus as these variables affect the overall cost of support and then the cost of supplier arising from product price support program. The returns achieved by the state of the application of the subsidy program got as a result of the cost of the negative support which arose because of the price differences between the purchase of the product price (product price) and the price of a single consumer as it was the result of the purchase price is less than the selling price (the price of the state) to the consumer, meaning that the sales price It was not in favor of the consumer. Therefore we conclude that the state has achieved returns through its policy of supporting the beef and fish, as well as that this policy is not in favor of the consumer during the years in which the state has achieved revenues and profits from its intervention in the pricing of goods.
Result for Support Input Price
calculate the amount of the total cost of support for input and output prices for the duration of the study as in tables 5 &6.The cost of the overall support for the input price has fluctuated are the other in their amounts during the period of the study and the reason for this as we mentioned earlier to the amount of subsidy per unit of output and the amount of production taking into consideration the inflation in prices during the period of the study was the maximum amount of the cost of the overall support that incurred the state treasury (987,235.49) thousand dinars in the year 1995, due to the high cost per unit of input and output support in the preceding year. The lowest amount of the cost of the overall support for the input and output was (162.65) thousand dinars in 1985 due to lower cost of input support. We excluded from this years (2005, 2006, 2008) was the only state where the policy is not in favor of the product where the state has achieved the revenues from the sale of production inputs for producers. The largest was (213, 212.77) thousand dinars in 2008. The reason for the negative to the amount of support to product.
Also when the state is supporting the production of input prices, it entails a cost of support supplier and that arise as a result of the application of the subsidy program and the cost of which does not benefit producers, but the state pays the costs for the implementation of the support program. For the cost of supplier product offering changes in excess of the cost of the overall support for input prices and beef production per year and thus we get the cost of the supplier of the input support price policy of production for the study. This is illustrated in 5 also it is seen as it has resulted in the state the cost of a resource in most years has been the amount of this cost fluctuating between increases and decreases, and the reason for this volatility to the amount of the total cost of support and the volume of changes within the product surplus and referring. The highest amount for the cost of emerging supplier because of the input support beef production prices was (984, 613.04) thousand dinars in 1995. The lowest amount it has been in (46.10) thousand dinars in 1990. But in the period (2004) (2005) (2006) (2007) (2008) (2009) (2010) (2011) (2012) , the State has achieved the revenue from the input support the production of beef prices, and it was the largest amount of revenue generated (1,146,599.34) thousand dinars in 2010, while the lowest amount was her (188771.23) in 2004. The reason for the achievement of state revenues in the past mentioned the cost negative to support the input and output prices, since the state was imported production inputs certain prices (global prices) and sells to producers at prices higher than the purchase price, depending upon the size of the returns on the amount of the cost of the negative support the surplus on the size of the product and its reference. In the results for Fish, we find the values listed in Table 6 , we find that the state input support fish production during the period of the study. The reason is that the sale of these input prices to producers was less than their purchase price. This means that the state through the pricing policy of supporting the input and output prices for fish were in favor of the product for most of the years of study as well as in the results of beef. The total cost of support for input and output has fluctuated other is in their amounts during the period of the study and the reason for this as we mentioned earlier to the amount of subsidy per unit of output and the amount of production taking into consideration the inflation in prices during the period of the study. The maximum amount of the total cost of support resulting from the state treasury (141,406.40) thousand dinars in the year 1995, due to the high cost of support per unit of input and output in the preceding year. The lowest amount of the cost of the overall support for the input and output was (27.42) thousand dinars in 1985 due to lower cost of input support. We excluded from this years (2005, 2006, 2008) was the only state where the policy is not in favor of the product where the state has achieved the revenues from the sale of production inputs for producers. While the largest of (20,649.47) thousand dinars in 2006. The reason the amount of negative support unit also output.
Also when the state is supporting the production of input prices, it entails a cost of support supplier and that arise as a result of the application of the subsidy program and the cost of which does not benefit producers, but the state pays the costs for the implementation of the support program.
For the cost of supplier product offering changes in excess of the cost of the overall support to prices, production inputs and fish each year and so we get the cost of the supplier of the input support price policy of production for the study. This is illustrated in Table 6 , also it is seen as it has resulted in the state the cost of a resource in most years has been the amount of this cost fluctuating between increases and decreases, and the reason for this volatility to the amount of the total cost of support and the volume of changes within the product surplus and referring. The highest amount for the cost of emerging supplier because of the support input output prices for fish was (290,064.86) thousand dinars in 1995. The lowest amount it has been (3.33) thousand dinars in 1985. But in the past period (2004) (2005) (2006) (2007) (2008) (2009) (2010) it has achieved a state where revenues as a result of input support the production of beef prices, and it was the largest amount of revenue generated (85,774.36) thousand dinars in 2010, while the lowest amount was her (3,498.14) in the year 2009. Why achieving state revenues in the past mentioned the cost negative to support input prices, output, since the state was imported production inputs certain prices (international prices) and sells to producers at prices higher than the purchase price, depending upon the size of the returns on the amount of the cost of support and negative on the size of the product surplus and referring.
It concluded that the state was the catalyst of the product through the pricing policy input support the production and prices of meat and most of the years of the study period, but for a few years. That state revenues realized from the sale of production inputs for the product, and the general trend of the amounts of subsidies was beef larger than the fish. The trade-off between supporting output price and input support policy after it reached a price policy interventions of the state results in the support price of meat and input support prices, showing that the country has achieved returns through its policy of price intervention in support of the resulting price for years all of the study with the exception of some years for fish. It indicates a state that has achieved returns at the expense of both the producer and the consumer. 
Conclusion
There are two types of support policy which either support the final product price or subsidy input as both the two policies need large amounts from the state budget, as we explained in the previous. About support for input and output prices, followed by the state's policy has resulted in the state treasury the total cost of to support input meat production for most of the years of schooling prices with the exception of years, the State has achieved the revenues from the sale of production inputs to the producers at prices higher than the import prices of these inputs. So it turns out that the state returns achieved by supporting the price of meat adopted in the study period, but at the same time have borne the burden of administrative cost represented by the policy (the cost of the supplier) required to support the price of meat program application. About support for input and output prices policy, the State has achieved returns in some years of the study period, and the consequent cost of supporting the total cost of a resource in the other years of the rest of the school years from the foregoing that support input prices policy production of meat is the preferred policy of the state because it requires less expensive of its budget. It is advised to re-planning price support policies in order to serve a benefit of producers and consumers.
